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Religious Liberty Association 
DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES 


1. We believe in God, in the Bible as the word of God, and in the separation 
of church and state as taught by Jesus Christ. 


2. We believe that the ten commandments are the law of God, and that they 
comprehend man’s whole duty to God and man. 


3. We believe that the religion of Jesus Christ is founded in the law of love 
ne — and needs no human power to support or enforce it. Love cannot be 
orced. 


_ 4. We believe in civil governmen. as divinely ordained to protect men in the 
enjoyment of their natural rights and to rule in civil things, and that in this realm 
it is entitled to the respectful obedience of all. 


5. We believe it is the right, and should be the privilege, of every individual to 
worship or not to worship, according to the dictates of his own conscience, provided 
that in the exercise of this right he respects the equal rights of others. 


6. We believe that all religious legislation tends to unite church and state, is 
subversive of human rights, persecuting in character. and opposed to the best inter- 
ests of both church and state. 


7. We believe, therefore, that it is not within the province of civil government 
to legislate on religious questions. 


8. We believe it to be our duty to use every lawful and honorable means to pre- 
vent religious legislation, and oppose all movements tending to unite church and 
state, that all may enjoy the inestimable blessings of civil and religious liberty. 


g. We believe in the inalienable and constitutional right of free speech, free 
press, peaceable assembly, and petition. 

10. We also believe in temperance, and regard the liquor traffic as a curse to 
society. 

For further information regarding the principles of this association, address the Re- 
ligious Liberty Association, Takoma Park, Washington, D. C. (secretary, C. S. Longacre; 
associates, H, H. Votaw and M. C. Taft), or any of the affiliated organizations given below: 


AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS 


Atlantic Religious Liberty Association (affil- Nerth Pacific Religious Liberty Association (af- 
iated organizations in Maine, Vermont, Massa- filiated organizations in Oregon, Washington, 
chusetts, New Hampshire, New York, Connecti- Idaho, Montana, and Alaska): Secretary, Morris 


cut, and Rhode Island): Office, South Lancaster, Lukens, 202 South Pelouse St., Walla Walla, Wash. 
Mass,; secretary, E. K. Slade. 
Pacific Religious Liberty Association (affiliated 


= ‘ganizations in California, Nevada, Utah, and 
Eastern Canadian Religious Liberty Association ("82120 i ’ Be by 
(affiliated organizations in New Brunswick, —* Secretary, W. M. Adams, Bin 7, Lodi, 


Nova Scotia, Quebec, Ontario, and Newfound- 


land) ; Office, Oshawa, Ontario; secretary, W. C. Southeastern Religious Liberty Association (af- 


Moffett. fillated organizations in Florida, Georgia, North 
Carolina, and South Carolina): Office, 202-216 
Central States Religious Liberty Association First National Bank Bldg., Chattanooga, Tenn.; 
(affiliated organizations in Kansas, Nebraska, secretary, W. H. Heckman. 
Missouri, Colorado, and Wyoming): Office, 303 
W. Seventh St., College View, Nebr.; secretary, Southern Religious Liberty Association .affil- 
J. J. Nethery. iated organizations in Alabama, Kentucky, Ten- 


nessee, Louisiana, and Mississippi): Office, 2001 
24th Ave. N., Nashville, Tenn.; secretary, O. F. 


Columbia Religious Liberty Association (affil- inate. 


iated organizations in Pennsylvania, Ohio, New 
Jersey, Virginia, West Virginia, Delaware, and ss 
Maryland): Office, 507 Flower Ave., Takoma A co sy pmo Mere B fs teal — 
oS Ss secretary, A. J. Clark ; associate, B. G. Texas, and New Mexico): Office, 518-519 Ter- 
af minal Bldg., Oklahoma City, Okla.; secretary, 
M. B. Van Kirk. 
Northern Religious Liberty Association (affil- 


iated organizations in Minnesota, Iowa, North Western Canadian Religious Liberty Associa- 
Dakota, and South Dakota): Office, 2718 Third tion (affiliated organizations in Alberta, British 
Ave., South, Minneapolis, Minn.; secretary, Columbia, Manitoba, and Saskatchewan): Office, 


Charles Thompson. Lacombe, Alberta; secretary, S. A. Ruskjer. 
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ni Proclaim liberty throughout all the land unto all the inhabitants thereof.” 
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Leviticus 25: 
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The 
Unanimous Voice of Our Presidents 


Is for Religious Liberty 


GeorcE WasuHINGTON: It shall be my 
endeavor to manifest by overt acts, the 
purity of my inclinations for promoting 
the happiness of mankind, as well as the 
sincerity of my desires to contribute 
whatever may be in my power toward 
the preservation of the civil and reli- 
gious liberties of the American people. 
—“Old South Leaflets,” No. 65, p. 3. 


Joun Apams: I hope Congress will 
never meddle with religion further than 
to say their own prayers.—< Life and 
Works of John Adams,” Vol. IX, p. 402. 


THoMAS JEFFERSON: I consider the 
government of the United States as in- 
terdicted by the Constitution from in- 
termeddling with religious institutions, 
their doctrines, disciplines, or exercises. 
... Certainly no power to prescribe 
any religious exercise or assume author- 
ity in religious discipline, has been dele- 
gated to the general government.— 
Ford’s “Life of Jefferson,” Vol. IX, 
page 174. 

James Mapison: There is not a 
shadow of right in the general govern- 
ment to intermeddle with religion. Its 
least interference with it would be a most 
flagrant usurpation.— Virginia Conven- 
tion. 

James Monroe: It has been the un- 
wearied effort of my life, in the best 





manner that my judgment dictated, to 
promote the happiness and support the 


liberty of my country; not the liberty 


which degenerates into licentiousness, 
which dishonors the name and ruins the 
cause it professes to espouse; but the 
correct rational liberty which emanated 
from our Revolution —*“ Writings of 
James Monroe,” Vol. III, p. 376. 


JOHN Quincy Apams: Religious opin- 
ions “I wish to leave undisturbed by 
any controversy; reserving my confes- 
sions of faith for my Maker, and desir- 
ous of seeing my fellow creatures en- 
joy the same indulgence.” —* Writings,” 
Val. III, p. 125. 


ANDREW JACKSON: As long as our 
government is administered for the good 
of the people, and is regulated by their 
will: as long as it secures to us the rights 
of persons and of property, liberty of 
conscience and of the press, it will be 
worth defending.— Inaugural Address, 
1829. 


Martin Van Buren: The privileges, 
civil and religious, of the humblest in- 
dividual are still sacredly protected at 
home, and while the valor and fortitude 
of our people have removed far from us 
the slightest apprehension of foreign 
power, they have not yet induced us in 
a single instance to forget what is right. 
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=“ Messages and Papers of the Presi- 
dents,” Vol. III, p. 315. 


Witt1am Henry Harrison: I deem 
the present occasion sufficiently impor- 
tant and solemn to justify me in express- 
ing to my fellow citizens a profound 
reverence for the Christian religion and 
a thorough conviction that sound morals, 
religious liberty, and a just sense of 
religious responsibility are essentially 
connected with all true and _ lasting 
happiness.— Inaugural Address. 


JoHN Ty.LeR: The guaranty of reli- 
gious freedom, of the freedom of the 
press, of the liberty of speech . . . are 
the great and important guaranties of 
the Constitution which the lovers of 
liberty must cherish— Fourth Annual 
Message, Dec. 3, 1844. 


JAMES K. Pork: All are entitled to 
equal rights and equal protection. No 
union exists between church and state, 
and perfect freedom of opinion is guar- 
anteed to all sects and creeds.— Inaugu- 
ral Address. 


ZacHary TAyutor: With the aid of 
that overruling Providence which has 
so long and so kindly guarded our lib- 
erties and institutions, we may reason- 
ably expect to transmit them, with their 
innumerable blessings, to the remotest 
posterity.— First Annual Message, Dec. 
4, 1849. 


Mituarp Fruumore: It is certain that 
neither by law, nor by treaty, nor by 
any other official proceeding is it com- 
petent for the government of the United 
States to establish any distinction be- 
tween its citizens founded on differences 
in religious beliefs. Any benefit or priv- 
ilege conferred by law or treaty on one 
must be common to all.—“ Messages 
and Papers of the Presidents,” Vol. V, 
page 99. 


FRANKLIN Pierce: Recognizing the 


wisdom of the broad principle of abso- 
lute religious toleration proclaimed in 
our fundamental law, and rejoicing in 
the benign influence which it has ex- 
erted upon our social and political con- 


dition, I should shrink from a clear duty 


did I fail to express my deepest convie. , 


tion that we can place no secure relianee 
upon any apparent progress if it be not 
sustained by national integrity, resting 
upon the great truths affirmed and illus- 
trated by divine revelation.— First An 
nual Message, Dec. 5, 1853. 


James Bucuanan: I feel a humble 
confidence that the kind Providence 
which inspired our fathers with wisdom 
to frame the most perfect form of gov- 
ernment and union ever devised by man, 
will not suffer it to perish until it shall 
have been peacefully instrumental, by 
its example, in the extension of civil and 
religious liberty throughout the world, 
— Inaugural Address, March 4, 1857. 


ABRAHAM LiIncoLtn: Those who deny 
freedom to others deserve it not for 
themselves, and under a just God, can- 
not long retain it— Letters to H. L, 
Pierce, et al., April 6, 1859; “ Addresses 
and Letters,” Vol. I, p. 532. 


ANDREW JOHNSON: Here religion, re- ° 


leased from political connection with 
the civil government, refuses to subserve 
the craft of statesmen, and becomes in 
its independence the spiritual life of the 
people. Here toleration is extended to 
every opinion, in the quiet certainty that 
truth needs only a fair field to secure 
the victory.— First Annual Message, 
Dec. 4, 1865. 
(Continued on page 101) 
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NO RELIGIOUS LEGISLATION 
MEANS 


NO SUNDAY LAWS 




















HE Fundamentalist of Texas, edited 
by Rev. J. Frank Norris, in its issue 
of April 19, contains a front-page article 
witten by Bishop Warren A. Candler, 
of Atlanta, Ga., which furnishes positive 
proof that Sunday laws are absolutely 
religious and are placed on the statute 
books and enforced by the civil author- 
ities for the protection of the Christian 
religion as conceived by a certain class 
of religious propagandists. Bishop 
(Candler says that the “ gate receipts” 
of the “ movies ” and the “ ball games ” 
om Sundays “impair religion and im- 
peril society.” He goes even so far as 
toassert that “ there is in the subversion 
of the Christian Sabbath the possibility 
of the overthrow of Christianity. Can 
the South — nay, can the American na- 
tion — get on without the Christian re- 
ligion ? ” 

To get on without Sunday laws, ac- 
cording to Bishop Candler, means to 
“get on without the Christian religion.” 
In reply to this declaration we wish to 
Make this observation, that the early 
Christian churches during the first three 














Proof That 
Sunday Laws 


Are Religious 


By 
C. S. Longacre 








centuries of the Christian era had to face 
the fiercest opposition from the most 
powerful government on earth without 
a single Sunday law upon the statute 
books to aid the Christian churches. In 
fact, Sunday laws have never been any 
aid to the Christian churches. Fifteen 
hundred years after the Christian 
chureh was organized, the strongest 
bond existed between the church and 
the state, and the strictest Sunday laws 
ever enacted were on the statute books, 
and yet at that very time the state 
church received its greatest backset be- 
cause of its oppressive attitude toward 
dissenters and nonconformists. True 
Christianity has an inherent power and 
virtue all its own, which is able to sur- 
mount all obstacles without the aid of 
the civil government. Genuine Chris- 
tianity has no fear of perishing, not- 
withstanding its many foes. 

Bishop Candler continues his argu- 
ment in defense of the enactment of Sun- 
day laws on a religious basis by quoting 
the following statement from Blackstone, 
the illustrious commentator on English 
jurisprudence : 

“Profanation of the Lord’s day, vulgarly 
called Sabbath breaking, is a ninth offense 
against God and religion, punished by the mu- 
nicipal law of England. For, besides the noto- 
rious indecency and scandal of permitting any 
secular business to be publicly transacted on 
that day, in a country professing Christianity, 
and the corruption of morals which usually fol- 
lows its profanation, the keeping one day in 
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the seven holy, as a time of relaxation and re- 
freshment as well as for public worship, is of 
admirable service to a state, considered merely 
as a civil institution. It humanizes by the help 
of conservation and society the manners of the 
lower classes, which would otherwise degenerate 
into a sordid ferocity and savage selfishness of 
spirit; it enables the industrious workman to 
pursue his occupation in the ensuing week with 
health and cheerfulness; it imprints on the 
minds of the people that sense of their duty to 
God, so necessary to make them good citizens; 
but which yet would be worn out and defaced 
by an unremitted continuance of labor without 
any stated times of recalling them to the wor- 
ship of their Maker.” 

It seems strange that an American 
citizen like Bishop Candler should quote 
Blackstone, an English jurist, who up- 
holds all kinds of religious legislation in 
England on the basis that it had an 
established church and a national reli- 
gion, and conse- 
quently was justi- 
fied in punishing 
offenses “ against 
God and religion.” 
In England, they 
have a union of 
church and state; 
in the United 
States we have no 
such union. Black- 
stone said that in 
England, where re- 
ligious legislation 
is justifiable under 
its system of gov- 
ernment, “prof- 
anation of the 
Lord’s day ... 
is a ninth offense 
against God and 
religion, punished 
under the munic- 
ipal law of Eng- 
land.” England in Blackstone’s time 
had seventeen offenses “ against God and 
religion, punished by the municipal law 
of England” as capital offenses. The 
“profanation of the Lord’s day” was 
one of these offenses for which people 
had to suffer the death penalty, and 
Blackstone upholds all these religious 
statutes on a civil basis. 


The legal profession in that day yay 
able even to fabricate an appa 
cogent reason on a civil hypothesis, why 










parents should be “ punished by the 
municipal law of England ” for refusing 
to have their children baptized at “g 
specified time” and according to the 
customs of the established church. The 
same civil argument that Blackstone 
uses in defense of the punishment fo 
“Sabbath breaking” or “ profanation 
of the Lord’s day,” was used by eminent 
English jurists in defense of compulsory 
church attendance on Sunday and the 
support of the clergy of the established 
church, irrespective of what the indi 
vidual’s faith or church affiliation might 
be. In fact, all the religious perseeu- 
tions of the past were justified at the 





The Church Discards the Bible When She Seeks 
to Grasp the Sword of the State 


. time by the civil 


authorities on a 
civil basis. 
Purely religious 
institutions, like 
the Lord’s day, the 
Lord’s supper, and 
the Lord’s_bap- 
tism, as conceived 
by the Established 
Church, were en- 
forced by the 
state, and noncon- 
formity thereto 
was “ punished by 
the municipal law 
of England” as 
civil offenses. Like 
Blackstone, the 
eminent jurists 
called them “ civil 
institutions,” ¢a- 
pable of rendering 
“admirable _ serv- 


ice to a state” when generally and faith- 


fully observed. 


But such legal sophistry is not even 
suggested in English jurisprudence to- 
day; and why an American citizen of 
the eminent type and standing of Bishop 
Candler should quote such un-American 
sophistry and attempt to make it appli- 

(Continued on page 102) 
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We Are Bible Readers, Believers, and Teachers, but Hold That the Proper Work of 





Tax-Supported Schools Is to Give Secular, Not Religious Instruction 


Ohio 


Legislative Committee Rejects 


Compulsory Bible Bill 


EARINGS were con- By fair. The hearings contin- 
ducted by the schools Heber H. Votaw ued for more than four 


committee of the house of 
representatives of Ohio’s eighty-eighth 
General Assembly, on March 15 and 21 
last, on a bill which sought to compel 
the reading of at least ten verses from 
the Bible “‘at the opening of each and 
every public school, upon each and every 
school day, by the teacher in charge; 
provided that where any teacher has 
other teacher under and subject to diree- 
tion, then the teacher exercising the au- 
thority shall read the Holy Bible, or 
cause it to be read as herein directed.” 
That a lively interest was aroused was 
indicated by the newspaper discussion 
and the attendance at the hearings. The 
members of the committee were liberal 
in time given and very courteous toward 
all who spoke. The chairman, Repre- 
sentative S. K. Mardis, was absolutely 


hours on the 21st. There was 
no attempt to prevent any one from 
speaking who had a conviction on the 
question under consideration. 

Two years previously a similar bill 
passed both houses of the General As- 
sembly, and only the veto of Governor 
Donahey prevented its becoming a law. 
Mr. Weaver, of Summit County, intro- 
duced the measure in the last Assembly. 
The proponents of this latest bill evi- 
dently felt that full victory was within 
their grasp, for some of the speakers ex- 
hibited supreme confidence in themselves 
and scant respect for those who differed 
with them. 

Of the opponents, only one was a skep- 
tic. All the rest believed in the merit 
of Bible reading. There was no discus- 
sion about reading or not reading. The 
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question was whether or not it is right 
to use taxes received from all the people 
to give religious instruction approved 
by some of the beneficiaries of the 
schools. One of the most hopeful things 
in connection with the hearings was the 
fine array of religious folk who saw dan- 
ger in the measure. Able addresses were 
made by two outstanding rabbis, and by 
at least one Jewish layman, a member 
of the legislature. These were charged 
with opposing the bill because it pro- 
vided for reading from the New Testa- 
ment as well as the Otd. The opposition 
of the Catholics was laid to the fact that 
they would only approve of the use of 
the Catholic version of the Scriptures, 
The Seventh-day Adventists had speak- 
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First Congregational church of Colum 
bus,—a church made famous by 

long ministry of the learned and ep. 
quent Washington Gladden,— not only 
denied that good could come from 4 
foreed reading of the Scriptures in th 
public schools, but boldly declared that 
he asked for no favors for his religion 
at the hands of the state. 


He even di. 


gressed from the consideration of the 
Bible bill to say that in matters of Sup. 
day observance he did not fear the effect 
of the motion picture or the public skat. 
ing rink or any other secular pleasures, 
being willing to undertake to meet them 
in fair combat by the use of spiritual 


weapons alone. 


His was a rousing, stirring address, 





ers who also op- 
posed the bill. 
Their argument 
was confined to 
the fact that the 
passage of such a 
measure would 
be a step toward 
a union of reli- 
gion and govern- 
ment. This de- 
nomination for 
many years has 
been founda 
teaching, in sea- 
son and out of 
season, that un- 
der the Constitu- 
tion of the Amer- 
ican government 
every one must 
be free to wor- 
ship or not to 
worship as he 
sees fit. They 
contend that no 
tax money can be 
rightfully used to 
promote any reli- 
gious observance. 


Of the representatives of the large 
Protestant denominations who spoke 
against the measure, we may refer to 


three. Dr. M. H. Lichliter, pastor of the 








A BILL 


To provide for the reading of the Holy Bible 
in the public school 


Be it enacted by the Ceneral Assembly of the 
State of Ohio: 


Section 1. At least ten verses from the 
Holy Bible shall be read or caused to be 
read without t, at the Pp ing of each 
and every public school, upon each and every 
school day, by the teacher in charge: pro- 
vided that where any teacher has other teacher 
under and subject to direction, then the teacher 
exercising the authority shall read the Holy 
Bible, or cause it to be read as herein directed. 

Section 2. [t shall be the duty of the 


State director of education to prepare a manual 
of Scripture selections for each day af schoal 


term annually and furnish same for all the 
public schools of the State. 

Section 3. If any teacher or superintend- 
ent or principal, whose duty it shall be ta 
read the Holy Bible, or cause it to be read. 
as directed in this act, shall fail or omit to 
do so, said teacher, superintendent, or principal 
shall, upon charge preferred for such failure 
or omission, and proof of same, before the 
board of education of the school district, be 
discharged. 























and revealed 4 
complete under- 
standing of the 
fundamentai 
principles of the 
Declaration of 
Independence 
and the Constitu- 
tion. He declared 
that “when the 
church appeals to 
the state to help 
it out in its work, 
it looks very 
much like a econ- 
fession of weak- 
ness. When it 
asks the state to 
force children to 
hear the Bible 
read ... it sounds 
very much like a 
ery of despair 
over its own i- 
competency to do 
its job.”— Ohio 
State Journal, 
March 24, 1929. 

Rev. J. HH. 


Meyer of the Mis 


souri Synod of Lutherans, pastor of 4 


ehureh in Lakewood, Ohio, also offered 
some cogent reasons why the bill should 
(Continued on page 103) 
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© v. a u., WASH., D. c. 
Hon. Stephen C. Porter, chairman of the House of Representatives Committee on rong 





Affairs, and author of the Resolution to Call 


Ceorge Eastman, on the right, is sponsoring the Cotsworth plan, a representative month of which 
is shown in the photograph. 





an International Calendar Conference. | 





Congress to Consider Calendar 
Reform Again 


EN the Geventieth 
Congress expired by 
limitation, March 4, a joint 
resolution favoring the participation of 
the United States in “an international 
conference to consider and provide for 
the simplification of the calendar ” died 
in committee. 

But on April 29, just two weeks after 
the assembling of the Seventy-first Con- 
gress in special session, Mr. Porter in 
the House introduced practically the 
same resolution which had been before 
the Seventieth Congress, which “ was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs and ordered to be printed.” 

The present resolution, H. J. R. 60, 
is more brief than the one introduced 
in the Seventieth Congress, and does 
not call specifically for the adoption of 


By 
C. P. Bollman 


the Eastman Cotsworth 
pian, but to all intents and 
purposes it is the same, as 
the omission of any mention of any 


definite plan is evidently more a matter 


of diplomacy than indicative of any pur- 


pose to safeguard the rights of what its 


promoters evidently regard as a small 


minority whose scruples respecting 
Sacred days need not be regarded seri- 


ously. 
Growing Interest in the Question 

Calendar revision, as proposed origi- 
nally by Mr. Cotsworth, an Englishman, 
and later strongly championed by Mr. 
Eastman, the millionaire kodak man, 
had been referred to occasionally in the 
newspapers and magazines for several 
years, but was not taken seriously by 
the general public until widespread at- 
89 
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tention was called to it by the joint reso- 
lution introduced in the short session of 
the Seventieth Congress. 

For the benefit of any who may have 
overlooked so far the significance of the 
Eastman-Cotsworth scheme of calendar 
revision, we will say that, in brief, these 
gentlemen propose a year of thirteen 
months of twenty-eight days each. This 
would make a year of only 364 days. To 
keep the year abreast of the seasons, a 
blank day is introduced at the end of 
each of the first three years; and for the 
fourth year two blank days, the extra 
day being thrown in at the end of June, 
but not reckoned as belonging to any 
month, nor yet to the week. 

Sacred Days Ignored 

It can be seen at a glance that this 
plan would break up the continuity of 
the week, and cause all fixed sacred days 
of the week, as we now have them and 
as they have come down to us from time 
immemorial, to wander from year to year 
through the several days of the week of 
the new calendar. For example, under 
the Eastman-Cotsworth scheme, which 
it is proposed to inaugurate Jan. 1, 1933, 
the first day of the year, the first day of 
the month, and the first day of the week 
would coincide; and throughout that 
year the days of the new week would be 
the same as under the calendar as we 
now have it. But the following year, 
1934, the Sunday of the old calendar, 

held sacred by millions of people as the 
day of the resurrection of our Lord, 
would be Saturday according to the new 
calendar. In like manner, the ancient 
Sabbath, observed by our Lord when on 
earth, and still revered by millions of 
Jews and by hundreds of thousands of 
Christians (mostly Seventh Day Baptists 
and Seventh-day Adventists), would fall 
upon Friday of the new calendar. 
Against such an arrangement as this 
there have been many earnest protests; 
these have come not only from orthodox 
Jews and from Christian observers of 
the Bible Sabbath, but since their atten- 
tion has been called to it, many conscien- 
tious Sunday observers have joined *the 
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ranks of the protestants, and are now 
being heard from. In a letter to Hop, 
Sol Bloom, M. C., written from Granj 
Junction, Colo., under date of April 10, 
1929, Rev. Alfred M. Haggard, dean of 
the Bible College of Drake University 
(Disciple), Des Moines, Iowa, said: 


“For more than one year I have been har 
at work creating sentiment against the Cots 
worth calendar as it has been presented in many 
magazine articles and is now before the House 
Committee on Foreign Relations in the Porter 
bill. From the beginning I saw that all sacred 
days of the week would be sacrificed twenty. 
four years out of every twenty-eight. What 
most surprised me was that the church papers 
and magazines (such as the Biblical Review, of 
New York City) did not see what I have 
called ‘hidden dynamite.’ This week from a 
friend in Portland, Oreg., I received a copy 
of Liberty for the first quarter of 1929. In 
it I see you have done some mighty good work. 
I congratulate you thereon. Sorry I did not 
know of the hearings, on January 8 and 18. 
Had I known of them, my friend, Hon. ©. ¢. 
Dowell, would have backed you up with docu- 
ments which I have placed in his hands. 

“ He holds ready for use (1) A protest repre. 
senting nearly two million in the Churches of 
Christ (Disciples). 
for it is signed by four university men— 
myself for Drake University, Dr. Frederick 
Kershner for Butler University, Dr. Arthur 
Holmes for Pennsylvania University, and Dr. 
Walter Atheran, late of Boston University, but 
now in Geneva to protest there. One of my 
students of past years will soon open the bat: 
tle in New Zealand, and others in other quar- 
ters. (3) A protest will come in from ou 
national convention [Disciples] which meets in 
Seattle in August, and some of our State con- 
ventions will be heard from. (4) Dowell also 
holds copy of the action by the Church of Eng- 
land which fixes Easter from henceforth on the 
first Sunday after the second Saturday in April. 
This will prove providential in case we can get 
the new calendar so modified as to preserve the 
sacred days. (5) Last of all, Congressman 
Dowell holds a petition for a slight modifiea- 
tion —a modification which will give the busi: 
ness world 97 per cent of what it wants and at 
the same time preserve the sacred days as they 
have stood from the beginning of time.” 


A Question Answered 


Now be it understood that we are not 
opposed to calendar reform, if it can be 
secured without interfering with the 
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PROMINENT writer, 


nent made in the Liserty Ex- 
ta that the Cotsworth calen- 
jar scheme would “ destroy the ancient 
ndmarks so highly revered by millions 
sfeonscientious Christians and orthodox 
Jews,” said: “I think that would be a 
good job ; it would tend to destroy super- 
titious reverence.” . 
It makes no difference, so far as the 
vil government is concerned, whether 
the religious convictions of Christians or 
Jews are based on “ superstitious rever- 
eee” or upon orthodox reverence, or 
whether their reli- 
gious convictions are 
true or heretical, 
right or wrong; it is 
e duty of the civil 
authorities to protect 
every citizen in the 
ajoyment of his 
religious convictions 
without molestation, 
irrespective of what 
those convictions may 
be, so long as they re- 
spect the equal rights 
ofothers. All citizens 
are supposed to have 
qual rights under 
the law, and to enjoy 
equal protection of 
the government. 
“Superstitious rev- 
erence” may be just 
as sweet and precious to the soul of the 
Christian and the Jew, as the absence 
of reverence is to the soul of the infidel 
oras enlightened reverence is to the soul 
of the corrector of heretics. No persecu- 
tim of the faith of heretics was ever 
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carried on except on the basis of doing 
good job in wiping out heresy and 
destroying false opinions. 


contend |} 
FOR our opin- 


ions, but for 


theRIGHT'TO | 
our opinions. | 








Destroying Superstitious Reverence 


by Law 


We do not contend for 


the author of a num- our opinions, but for the 
yer of well-known books, in By right to our opinions. 
emmenting upon the state- The Editor While we do not agree with the 


views of the atheist, and would 
prefer to die rather than ac- 
cept his atheism, yet on the other hand, 
we are willing to die at any time in de- 
fense of the atheist’s right to entertain 
his views rather than to have him de- 
prived of that right; because if we con- 
sent to the destruction of one man’s right 
to enjoy his belief, we consent to the 
destruction of every man’s right to his 
belief. A “ right ” should never be taken 
from any man, unless it is for the pun- 
ishment of crime. To hold an opinion, 
whether true or false, 
is not a crime. 

One of the greatest 
assets that any gov- 
ernment possesses is 
the reverence its citi- 
zens have for sacred 
things. A nation 
whose citizens have 
no respect and rever- 
ence for sacred obli- 
gations will soon dis- 
cover that its citizens 
have no respect or re- 
gard for human obli- 
gations. Any attempt 
to destroy a man’s re- 
ligious convictions by 
governmental author- 
ity, will lessen that 
man’s respect for the 
government itself. 
True character is developed as the result 
of religious convictions, and when the 
government destroys the sinews that 
strengthen character, without offering a 
better substitute, the government under- 
mines its own stability and perpetuity. 

So long as the calendar can be revised 
and adjusted agreeably to all parties 

(Continued on page 105) 
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Compulsory Church Attendance 
Favored by Sunday Law Advocate 


HE editor of the Lr- 
ERTY magazine recently 
received an article for pub- 
lication from one of the ardent advo- 
cates of compulsory Sunday observance 
legislation, which clearly indicates how 
far these “reformers” intend to go in 
the carrying out of their program. The 
writer of this article to which we refer 
lives in New Jersey, where they still have 
Sunday laws of the indigo type upon the 
statute books, and the following excerpts 
are taken from the submitted article: 
“Every unprayerful person, every nonchurch- 
going person, is ungrateful, unloyal, unpatriotic. 
No one should be permitted to vote who cannot 
show a credential card proving he is a member 
of some religious organization. The law re- 
quests proof of intelligence before issuing citi- 
zenship papers, and what greater test can be 
given to man’s intellect and humaneness than 
to inquire, ‘Do you believe in God? What is 
your creed? State a few rules of your religious 
denomination.’ 
“Let the first advance be the enforcement of 
a Sunday church attendance law. Of the many 
who go to Sunday service, we well know, the 
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majority attend through ostenta- 
tion, custom, regulation, law of 
heredity, fear of punishment, and 
hypocrisy, but nevertheless 
though only a glow of kindling love exists 
within these hearts, proof is given of God’s 
existence, for the little worldly force of re- 
sistance is unable to overcome the higher 
power that sends their reluctant minds to a 
Sunday morning service. Under that worldly 
pride and indifference and fear lies a dormant 
love with sufficient strength to comminute the 
opposing force. Since that Voice is present, 
God must be within, and where He dwells hell 
languishes. Man’s rebellion at church enforee- 
ment will at some future date turn to gratitude 
and appreciation that will live everlastingly. 


“In this endeavor the official of our police 
department could greatly aid the cause. What 
would please a loyal heart more than to know 
he was invested with the authority to summon 
each sloth of his district to Sunday morning 
service? It is his lawful right to evict the thief 
and disturber of man’s dwelling; give him the 
Sunday morning order to place Satan under 
arrest. Without doubt, he would have the as- 
sistance of neighboring clergy to aid him lo- 
eate the negligent. The knowledge that he is 
truly employed in the service of God, would 
in his mind, and our minds, turn shimmering 
brass buttons into medals of glistening gold.” 
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This article discloses the ultimate ob- 
jective of the modern Sunday law advo- 
cate. Every Sunday law now upon the 
State statute books was put there at the 
instigation of churchmen in the hope of 
promoting church attendance on Sun- 
day. But it is seldom that these Sunday 
law advocates possess such frankness as 
did the writer from whose article we took 
the above quotation; yet when we ana- 
lyze the prohibitions and provisions 
of existing Sunday laws, compulsory 
church attendance on Sunday is the only 
basis upon which these laws rest. Sun- 
day laws do not prohibit criminal acts 
on Sunday. Our criminal laws cover 
all such acts on each and every day of 
the week, includ- 
ing Sunday. The 
existing Sunday 
laws prohibit 
only acts which 
are honorable, 
decent, respect- 
able, and legiti- 
mate upon every 
other day of the 
week except Sun- 
day. The only 
reason why an 
act is wrong on 
Sunday and not 
wrong on Mon- 
day is a reason 
that is found no- 
where else except 
in the church 
creed or ritual. 
Sunday laws are 
therefore reli- 
gious, and not 
civil, and the rea- 
son why every 
legitimate avenue 
of recreation and 
amusement is closed on Sunday is to fa- 
cilitate church attendance on that day. 

The plea of the political preacher that 
Sunday laws are enacted in the interests 
of the laboring man, is all camouflage 
on his part. If he is sincere in this plea 
that the laboring man should be com- 


No night was e’er' too 


Though clouds obscure 
God keeps them shin: 
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pelled to rest on Sunday for the sake of 
his physical welfare, why does he not 
first advocate a physical rest law for 
every man, compelling him to rest a cer- 
tain number of hours each night? 
The political preacher may answer 
that this is not necessary because nature 
and nature’s laws teach every man to 
take the necessary repose each and every 
night which his exhausted nature de- 
mands, but that nature and nature’s laws 
do not teach men that they ought to rest 
on Sunday in order to refresh their ex- 
hausted natures.” If this is so, then rest- 
ing on Sunday is not a physical neces- 
sity, or nature itself would teach all men 
to rest on that day without the aid of 
civil law, the 
same as it teaches 
a man to rest at 


night. 
It is true that 
nature itself 


teaches men with- 
out the aid of 
civil compulsion 
to seek slumber, 
relief from pain, 
or food to ap- 
pease their hun- 
ger; but nature 
does not teach 
men to rest on 
Sunday, and be- 
ar cause nature does 
For heaven:born not teach that 
stars to shine: lesson, the politi- 
eal preacher asks 
the aid of the 
civil government 
the skies. to impose that 
obligation upon 
men under color 
of the police 
power of the 
state, when in reality the whole thing is 
a religious obligation imposed upon men 
against their desires by the church hier- 
archy. 
The fact that these Sunday law advo- 
cates are unwilling to place Sunday rest 
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bigerees this caption, The Gospel of 
the Cross, a local Lutheran paper, 
published at Fort Lauderdale, Fla., 
gives us this on the front cover of its 
May, 1929, number : 


“Captain Kemble sped over the Boston cob- 
blestones with the speed of a Paul Revere. It 
was the year 1656, and he had not seen his little 
wife for three long years of poor-fed days and 
lonely nights. So as soon as his boat touched 
shore, he set out for home, and meeting his 
wife at their door, he kissed her resoundingly. 

“Several days later the captain was sitting 
in the public stocks, his jaunty head at an awk- 
ward angle, his neck feeling rheumatic, and 
his tongue aching to say something terrible to 
the jeering passers-by. The captain suffered 
thus because the Puritans had heard he had 
‘kissed his wife publicly on the Sabbath.’ 

“Tt sounds like a joke today, but it didn’t 
make the captain laugh, nor did it fill his heart 
with esteem for the Puritan religion. This 
incident is not an isolated one. Early New 
England history records hundreds like it. In 
1670 two lovers were tried for ‘ sitting together 
on the Lord’s day under an apple tree.’ It 
was ordered in the New Haven code that ‘ prof- 
anation of the Lord’s day shall be punished 
. . . if proudly and with a high hand against 
the authority of God — with death.’ Certainly 
that was not so very funny. 

“The ghost of the Puritan will not stay laid; 
he is walking our land again. People want to 
prohibit this activity and close that place, and 
whenever 
their desire is 
prompted by 


“Sunday Blue Laws” 


religious sentiment, they are reviving in spirit 
the bigotry nightmare of 1600. 

“The Christian must, of course, reverence 
the Lord’s day. It is God’s command. He is 
to observe it by church attendance and medita- 
tion upon things spiritual by Bible reading, 
But ‘it is abnormal to read even the Bible for 
sixteen hours at a stretch, so if after such 
meditation the Christian feels the need of reere- 
ation, let him feel assured it is not irreverent 
even to play a set of tennis or watch a base- 
ball game, and let him bid the preacher who 
shouts out, ‘ Desecration,’ form an acquaintance 
with Miss Charity. Even if such things gave 
proof of impiety, which they do not, we would 
yet have no excuse for imposing our moral 
standards upon any one outside the church. The 
religion of Jesus needs only preaching for 
propagation, it does not depend upon statute 
books. It seeks always to persuade mentally, 
never to compel physically. 

“And yet in Lake Worth, Fla., the minis- 
terial alliance tells the city to prohibit golf, 
tennis, even shuffleboard, on the Sabbath. In 
Bartow the clergy canvass from house to house 
to enlist opposition to an ordinance permitting 
Sunday movies. However, their efforts were 
vain in that city, also in Fort Pierce, Lakeland, 
and Clearwater Beach, though they succeeded 
in Orlando, and expect to in Homestead this 
month. 

“This is no defense of Sunday or cf Monday 
movies. It is, however, a defense of the Amer- 
ican principle of cne separation between church 
and state. The Lutheran Church decries these 
and all other methods to spread the faith by 
the put-’em-in-jail method. We are content to 
rely upon the gospel of Jesus and that only, to 
preach that Christ died for sinners, and that 
therefore sinners must forsake their sin and 
follow Him; and if only ten people come to 
our church to hear that preaching and if we 
could have ninety more there by having a law 
passed to compel attendance, we should still 
prefer the ten, thank you, and somebody else 
would be welcome to the affliction of the sulky 
ninety.” 

We are not of the opinion that 
sports may be innocently engaged 
in by Christians on the Sab- 

ne bath, or on any day re- 
. (Concluded on p. 107) 






































E find a most interesting editorial 

in the Christian Century, in which, 
under the above caption, the writer takes 
the position that many of the arguments 
advanced by the professional reformers 
for a stricter observance of Sunday by 
means of stricter Sunday laws, do not 
appeal to thoughtful students of the 
question, and that such methods and 
means are contrary to the teaching of 
Christ and His apostles. 

The editor asks the questions, ‘“ Why 
observe Sunday?” and, “How. far 
should the State go in requiring its ob- 
servance? ” and then proceeds to answer 
these important questions. The follow- 
ing extracts are taken from the editorial : 


“Tt is unfortunate that the Lord’s Day Alli- 
ance, the one organization which has for its 
single avowed object the laudable purpose of 
defending Sunday against the invasion of busi- 
ness and commercialized amusement, should 
have based its appeal for legislation so largely 
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“Shall We Keep Sunday or Let It Go?” 


upon the ground of giving legal effect to a 
supposed ‘command of God.’ This may be a 
Christian country —it is a debatable point — 
but it certainly is not a Christian country in 
the sense of being one which must support 
by civil legislation and temporal penalties any 
code of conduct which has no reason for ex- 
istence other than that it is authorized by 
religious teaching. We have not yet come to 
the point of enforcing canon law by the police 
power, and it is no more legitimate to enforce, 
under penalty of fine and imprisonment, a rule 
of Sunday observance which some religious 
group may believe to represent the teaching of 
the Bible. Any one who believes it to be his 
religious duty to keep the ‘Sabbath,’ whether 
the seventh day of the week or the first, has a 
right to do so; but the fourth commandment, 
whether interpreted by Jews, Seventh Day Bap- 
tists, or strict Presbyterians, should have 
nothing to do with Sunday legislation in the 
United States. As a matter of fact, it has 
little to do with the Christian’s personal prob- 
lem of Sunday observance. . . . There is no 
authoritative Christian law of Sunday observ- 
ance dating from anywhere near apostolic times. 
Sunday observance as a Christian duty and 
privilege does not rest upon a legalistic basis, 
nor can that duty and privilege be made the 
ground for demanding that the State shall en- 
force the observance of Sabbath or Sunday or 
Lord’s day — call it what you will—by pro- 
hibitions and penalties.” 

This editorial is especially significant 
in that it comes from a Sunday observer. 
Not all Sunday observers, by a long way, 
are in favor of Sunday laws, nor do they 
admit that Christ or the apostles au- 
thorized the observance of the first day 
of the week. They are candid enough to 
admit the historical fact that Sunday 
observance was instituted as a voluntary 
custom without Scriptural authority, 
centuries after Christ and the apostles 
had fulfilled their ministry. 

Men know the real facts of history, 
and tradition and theological fiction rel- 
ative to the origin of Sunday observance 
can be employed no longer to deceive the 
thorough student of history. The Chris- 
tian church existed for more than three 
hundred years before a Sunday law was 
enacted, and during that period it pros- 
pered as in no other period, even in the 

(Concluded on page 111) 
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The House of Representatives of the Seventy-First U. S. Congress in Special Session 


Perpetuate Constitutional Principles 


Minimize Reform 
been said during 


the past few years of Legislation 


the virtue of blind obedience By 
to civil law. Duty of com- 


GREAT deal has tively confirmed that 
“when the American 
people thoroughly un- 
derstand what this ‘ super- 


Attorney M.C.Taft government’ has done and 


pliance is one thing, but 

yielding to arbitrary authority against 
one’s Constitutional rights and con- 
science is quite another matter. 

A statement has been made that the 
United States is suffering from “ super- 
government,” which, when analyzed, 
means that too many of our laws enacted 
within the last fifteen years have been 
dictated by a fanatical crowd, which 
seems to terrify our lawmakers, and as 
a result, makes the American people act 
and live according to a code which has 
no basis either in justice or in American 
ideals. 

Not very long ago a prominent diag- 
nostician of existing conditions, posi- 


96 

















is doing to injure American 
principles and ideals, they will act vigor- 
ously.” You may ask, How long will 
these things continue? If we can judge 
the future by the past, the present con- 
dition will continue just as long as the 
majority of the people remain unin- 
structed in the history of our govern- 
ment and the great principles set forth 
in the Declaration of Independence and 
the Constitution of the United States. 
If we would pause long enough, with 
a determination to look into the history 
of legislation enacted within the last 
twenty-five years, we would soon dis- 
cover that the United States is becoming 
(Continued on page 106) 



























HE Washington Post, of May 5, com- 
pliments Secretary Wilbur and 
President Hoover for the courageous 
stand they have taken against the estab- 
lishment of a Federal Department of 
Education, and points out some grave 
evils which threaten the liberties of the 
American people, in the following edi- 
torial excerpts : 


“The stand taken by Secretary Wilbur 
against the proposed creation of a Federal De- 
partment of Education reflects the general 
policy of President Hoover in putting a check 
te the growth of bureaucracy. Mr. Wilbur’s 
brief statement to the American Council on 
Education sums up admirably the reason why 
the Federal Government should leave control 
of the schools to the States. . . . Mr. Wilbur 
said: 

“¢ Abnormal power to mold and standardize 
and crystallize education, which would go with 
the dollars, would be 
more damaging to local 
government, local aspira- 

tion and self-respect and 
p State government and 

State self-respect than 
any assistance that might 
eome from the funds. 
We cannot rise higher 
than our source. The 
source of government 
with us is local. The 
family and the local com- 
munity must be the places 
where citizenship is built, 
and where the fiber of the 
nation is strengthened 
and its forces recruited. 
Too much help from afar 
is harmful to the initia- 
tive and self-reliance req- 
uisite for character in a 
community. There is a 
distinct menace in the 
centralization in the na- 
tional Government of any 
large educational scheme 
with extensive financial 
Tesources available.’ ” 


* 


The editor of the Post continues: 


“The educators who are enamored of the idea 
of utilizing the power of the Government in 










controlling education overlook or disregard the 
& evils that would result from such a radical de- 
parture in government. A vast bureaucracy 
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would be necessary to make the plan effective. 
With the power and money that would be avail- 
able, it would be impossible to prevent abuses 
that would scandalize the country and array 
its citizens into hostile camps. . . . Religious, 
moral, and political quarrels would ensue, all 
of them embittering the people and alienating 
their devotion to the Government. 

“ Assuming that the Government could direct 
the educational system of the country, the result 
would be a disastrous leveling-down process in 
the inevitable standardization methods. Edu- 
cation would be geared to dullness and igno- 
rance in the laudable effort to lift up the whole 
mass. A national religion would be demanded 
and opposed. Questions of moral instruction 
would arise, and the country would witness the 
spectacle of a Government department attempt- 
ing to regulate the country’s morals. 

“Too much power has already been sur- 
rendered by the States to the national Govern- 
ment... . 

“The police power of the States covers edu- 
cation, morals, health, and public order. Amer- 
ican liberty is impaired 
when the States and lo- 
cal communities deliver 
any of this power to a 
bureaucracy in Washing- 
ton. The Union 
cannot survive unless the 
States remain indestruct- 
ible. 

“When the Hoover ad- 
ministration sets its face 
against the surrender of 
the powers of the States, 
it contributes to the main- 
tenance of the United 
States itself.” 


The editor of the 
Post says that “a na- 
tional religion would 
be demanded and op- 
posed,” and as a re- 
sult the citizens of 
the United States 
would be arrayed 
“into hostile camps.” 
As long as the people 
maintain local self- 
government, they have the power to 
correct such evils themselves, and the 
trouble may be confined for the time 
within the bounds of a single State; but 
when the naticens as a whole is involved, 
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as Gibbon, the historian, said: “To re- 
sist is fatal, and there is no escape but 
self-imposed exile.” The menace of a 
“national religion” already threatens 
this country, and the establishment of a 
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Federal Educational Department would 
furnish fruitful soil for its development, 
Let the States decide a few things for 
themselves, rather than being ruled by 
Federal bureaus and departments. 


A Bomb Thrown Into the Ranks 
of Evolutionists 


HE News-Herald of Boulder, Colo., 

makes the following interesting com- 
ments on a statement made by Dr. Aus- 
tin H. Clark, biologist of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, that human beings 
and all the major groups were created 
in the beginning : 

“Dr. Austin H. Clark has thrown a bomb 
into the ranks of evolutionists who hold that 
organisms of widely differing groups may have 
arisen from common ancestors. 

“«There is not the slightest evidence,’ he 
says, ‘that any one of the major groups arose 
from another. Each is a special animal com- 
plex, related more or less closely to all the rest 
and appearing therefore as a special and dis- 
tinct creation. . . . Man appearing on earth 
substantially as he is today, to all intents and 
purposes a product of special creation. . . . 
There is no evidence which would show man 
developing step by step from lower forms of 
life. There is nothing to show that man was 
in any way connected with monkeys.’ 

“« Just what life is we do not know,’ con- 
fesses Dr. Clark. 

“Tf man knew exactly what life is, he could 
create and control it. 

“Darwinism is a theory we have never been 
able to accept. We have believed and we con- 
tinue to believe that ‘in the beginning God 
created the heaven and the earth,’ and that 
‘God created man in His own image, in the 
image of God created He him; male and female 
created He them.’... 

“There is no reliable evidence whatever which 
shows that man ‘has developed step by step 
from lower forms of life. But there is evidence 
of the most convincing nature to show, as Dr. 
Clark points out, that man was specially and 
distinctly created... . 

“Dr. Clark has stirred up a nation-wide. dis- 
cussion again by his averment that there is not 
the slightest evidence that any one of the 
major groups of animals arose from another 
and that man appeared on earth substantially 
as he is today, to all intents and purposes a 
product of special creation. ..-. . 

“Has any scientist produced any. proof to 
show that man has been anything but a man 


since he lived on earth? As far back as man 
or horse or any other one of the major groups 
of animals can be traced, the separate identity 
is to be found. 

“There hasn’t been a- scientific fact pro 
duced to refute the first chapter of the book 
of Genesis, which says: 

“God made the beast of the earth after 
his kind, and cattle after their kind, and every- 
thing that creepeth upon the earth atter his 
kind: and God saw that it was good.... 
So God created man in His own image, in the 
image of God created He him; male and fe 
male created He them. And God blessed them, 
and God said unto them, Be fruitful, and mul- 
tiply, and replenish the earth, and subdue it; 
and have dominion over the fish of the sea, and 
over the fowl of the air, and over every living 
thing that moveth upon the earth.’ 

“Tt is the evolutionists who demand that a 
theory be accepted as fact. Their theory is 
nothing but a guess, and a bad guess at that. 
Since man is a created being, there will always 
be matters that will remain a mystery to him. 
Since man cannot create a flower or tree and 
cannot breathe the breath of life into the sim- 
plest organism, he is in no position to think 
himself all-wise. And because God has made 
man just a little lower than the angels and 
given him dominion over the earth, man has 
been man and nothing else since God put him 
on this earth. Where is there any true proof 
to the contrary?” 


The trouble with most evolutionists 
who hold that all life sprang into being 
from a common parentage, is their fail- 
ure to find the original Parent —the 
Creator of all life. Another mistake 
they make is their failure to draw a 
distinction between the law of origins 
and the law of reproduction. The law 
of evolution in reproduction always has 
to have a life cell to reproduce a life 
eell or living organism. It must have @ 
living organism in.order to reproduce 
another organism of its kind. But the 
first living organism had no organism 
































' would & jo fall back upon as a precedent in its 
pment, MPorigin. The law that brought the first 
ngs for | organism into existence, by the very 
iled by | nature of the case had to operate by a 
S. diferent process altogether from the 
law of reproduction. 

Right here is where the evolutionist 
falls down when he accounts for the 
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origin of things on the same basis as he 
does for the reproduction of things. 
There is a law of evolution that oper- 
ates in reproduction according to a fixed 
rule and process, but no such law oper- 
ates in the origin of things. The proof 
of this distinction is irrefutable and 
axiomatic. 


Drifting Toward Church and State 


group Union 


identity 


ae Baptist Advance of Little Rock, 


ict pro 


be Sak Ark., April 11, in an editorial says 
this : 
h after “Tn all seriousness we raise the question, Are 


d every. § we to have in the United States a union of 
ter his | church and state? According to unmistakable 


d.... § signs of the times we are steadily moving 
, in the |} toward this very thing. If we settled this ques- 
and fe tion long ago, then it is like many other ques- 


.d them, § tions that we considered settled: it won’t stay 
nd mul- settled. 
due it; “We have frequently called attention to the 
sea, and § Modernism and evolutionist infidelity that are 
y living | taught in Vanderbilt Unxiversity, Nashville, 
Tem. This university has a school of religion, 
that a and in its school of religion it puts on a special 
eory is two-weeks summer course for pastors from all 
at that. over the country. Subjects announced for the 
| always coming summer include, among others, ‘ The 
to him. Country Churches and Missionary Education,’ 
ree and § ‘What and How to Preach,’ ‘Bible Study — 
he sim- Studies in Mark, Studies in Romans, Social Mes- 
o think sages of the Prophets, Special Studies in the 
s made Prophetic Literature,’ and ‘The Consolidated 
els and § Bural Church.’ 
1an has “What has all this to do with union of 
yut him church and state? 
e proof “In Kentucky, Gov. Flem D. Sampson has 
issued a proclamation announcing a plan to 
; bestow upon one minister in each county a free 
jonists § scholarship in this summer school of religion. 
being | The proclamation says the State board having 
r fail- supervision of the matter in Kentucky is com- 
nui posed of the superintendent of publie instruc- 
; tion, the president of the County Judges Asso- 
istake tiation, and the secretary of the State board 
raw a of health. It also says that in each county 
rigins there is a ‘rural board of eligibility,’ com- 
1e law posed of the judge of the county court, the 
f county superintendent of public schools, and 
ys has ] the county health officer. 
a life “Thus we have the government of an Amer- 
vave 4 § itn State linked up with the teaching of re- 


-oduce ligion in a school whose religious teaching is 


it the | ee modernistic, unionistic, and destruc- 





ive of what most of us consider New Testa- 
ment Christianity. And this is not the first 


anism 








time such a thing has been done. The Western 
Recorder says a similar proclamation was is- 
sued last year. We shall see whether Ken- 
tuckians will tolerate such a union of church 
and state. 

“While Vanderbilt is not a State school, its 
* school of religion’ is of exactly the sort that 
will commonly be found in State schools when- 
ever State schools teach religion. For this rea- 
son we are unalterably opposed to putting Bible 
teaching in State schools. If we are not will- 
ing to have a union of church and state, with 
State schools teaching modernistic unbelief, 
then it is high time for us to bestir ourselves. 
If the enemies of Christianity can put the 
teaching of religion into the hands of the 
State (through its schools or otherwise), they 
ean destroy Christianity.” 


Whether the Vanderbilt “school of 
religion ” teaches religion according to 
the viewpoint of the Modernist or the 
Fundamentalist is not the question at 
issue. It, being a private school, has a 
perfect right to teach religion according 
to its own standards of faith, but the 
question at issue is the impropriety of 
the governor of Kentucky offering a 
“free scholarship to one minister in 
each county ” of Kentucky to be sent to 
a school of religion anywhere. In this 
act the governor is appropriating pub- 
lie funds for sectarian purposes, which 
Section 189 of the Constitution of Ken- 
tucky forbids in the following lan- 
guage: 

“No portion of any fund or tax now existing, 
or that may hereafter be raised or levied for 
educational purposes, shall be appropriated to, 
or used by, or in aid of, any church, sectarian, 
or denominational school.” 


It is futile for the governor to argue 


that the appropriation of public funds 


to a minister of religion for educational 
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purposes in religious matters is not ap- 
propriating it to “any church,” or to a 
“sectarian or denominational school.” 
With the Baptist Advance, we shall wait 



































E, the National Religious Liberty 

Association of America, consisting 
of citizens of every State in the Union, 
assembled in annual convention, April 
26 to May 4, 1929, at Takoma Park, 
Washington, D. C., present to the Seven- 
ty-first Congress the following memorial 
on Religious Liberty in protest against 
any legislation by Congress in violation 
of the fundamental principle of separa- 
tion of church and state: 

Having taken into consideration the 
organized efforts being made to secure 
from Congress Sunday observance legis- 
lation, thereby committing the national 
government to the violation of the prin- 
ciples of religious liberty and thus to the 
enforcement of a religious institution, 
thereby requiring all citizens in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to observe Sunday, 
irrespective of what their religious faith 
may be, we wish to declare our opposi- 
tion to any form of religious legislation. 

We do not seek to direct your atten- 
tion to any private or class concern, but 
to principles which are fundamental to 
the stability and prosperity of the whole 
nation. We believe in civil government 
as having been divinely ordained for the 
preservation of the peace of society and 
for the protection of all citizens in the 
enjoyment of those inalienable rights 
which are the highest gift to man from 
the Creator. 

We regard properly constituted civil 
authority as supreme in the sphere in 
which it is legitimately exercised, and 
we conceive its proper concern to be “ the 
happiness and protection of man in the 
present state of existence; the security 
of the life, liberty, and property of the 
citizens; and to restrain the vicious and 
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to “see whether Kentuckians will tol. 
erate such a union of church and State,” 


very clearly contrary to their own State 
constitution. 


Memorial to the Congress of the 
United States on Religious Liberty 


encourage the virtuous by wholesome 
laws, equally extending to every indi- 
vidual.” 

We hold with James Madison, who 
wrote the guaranties of civil and reli- 
gious freedom set forth in the First 
Amendment to the Federal Constitution, 
“that religion, or the duty we owe our 
Creator, and the manner of discharging 
it, can be directed only by reason and 
conviction, and not by force or violence.” 
We also hold with Roger Williams, the 
great American apostle of soul liberty, 
“that the civil magistrate has no right 
in justice to punish a breach of the first 
table of the law of God,” and that “ the 
civil sword may make a nation of hypo- 
erites and anti-Christians, but not a 
single Christian.” 

The supremacy of the conscience in the 
religious sphere should never be chal- 
lenged by the civil authorities, so long 
as the individual respects the equal 
rights of others and the fundamental 
principles of morality. God never or- 
dained the civil government to prescribe 
a man’s religion for him or to adjudge 
him a heretic in religious matters. 

The time and the manner of proper 
Sabbath observance is a personal matter 
determined entirely by religious convic- 
tions and an enlightened conscience 
without any interference on the part 
of civil government. The promotion of 
Sabbath observance should proceed from 
the pulpit and not from the legislative 
chamber. None should ever be coerced 
to observe the Lord’s day, the Lord’s 
baptism, the Lord’s supper, or any other 
religious institution, under duress of the 
eivil law. 

It is not the prerogative of the civil 
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government to proscribe “secular” af- 
fairs on any day when they are honor- 
able and legitimate. Only criminal, im- 
moral, and indecent acts are prohibited 
by the civil law. What is civil and moral 
on Monday is civil and moral on Sunday, 
and what is indecent and immoral on 
one day ‘is so on every day. 

Liberty of conscience in religious mat- 
ters is the most cherished gift of all our 
temporal blessings in American juris- 
prudence, Thus far the Congress of the 
Inited States has turned a deaf ear to 
religious proposals, and has been unwill- 
ing to enact such into law. We appre- 
ciate the steadfast loyalty of Congress to 
the Constitution, in preserving the guar- 
anties of civil and religious freedom, and 
we express the hope that Congress will 
continue to follow the worthy example 
of its predecessors in refusing to enact 
compulsory Sunday observance by civil 
authority, that the blessings of liberty 
may be continued to all people of every 
faith and to those of no religious pro- 
fession. 








The Unanimous Voice of Our 
Presidents Is for Religious 
Liberty 
(Continued from page 84) 


Utysses 8S. Grant: Let us all labor 
to add all needful guaranties for the 
more perfect security of free thought, 
free speech, and free press, pure morals, 
unfettered religious sentiments, and of 
equal rights and privileges to all men, 
irrespective of nationality, color, or re- 
ligion.—“ Words of Our Hero,” p. 31. 

RutuerFrorp B. Hayes: We all agree 
that neither government nor political 
parties ought to interfere with religious 
sects. It is equally true that religious 
sects ought not to interfere with the gov- 
ernment or political parties. We believe 
that the cause of good government and 
the cause of religion both suffer by all 
such interferences.—* Life of Ruther- 
ford B. Hayes,” p. 253. 


James A. GARFIELD: Our fathers con- 
Sidered the rights of conscience, the 


freedom of thought, too sacred to be 
delegated ; hence they provided that the 
care of religion, the freedom of speech, 
and the freedom of the press, should 
never depend upon legislation, but 
should be left to the voluntary action 
of the people themselves—“ Works of 
James A. Garfield,” Vol. II, p. 578. 

Cursrer A. Arraur: The prevalence 
of health, the fullness of the harvest, the 
stability of peace and order, the growth 
of fraternal feeling, the spread of intelli- 
gence and learning, the continued enjoy- 
ment of civil and religious liberty,— all 
these and countless other blessings are 
cause for reverent rejoicing. — Thanks- 
giving Proclamation, Oct. 26, 1883; 
“Messages and Papers of the Presi- 
dents,” Vol. VIII, p. 160. 

GRoveR CLEVELAND : The United States 
must hold in their intercourse with every 
power that the status of their citizens 
is to be respected and equal civil privi- 
leges accorded to them without regard to 
their creed. 


BENJAMIN Harrison: Our citizens 
should be thankful “for the preserva- 
tion of those institutions of civil and reli- 
gious liberty which He gave our fathers 
the wisdom to devise and establish and 
us the courage to preserve.”— Thanks- 
giving Proclamation, Nov. 13, 1891; 
“ Messages and Papers of the Presi- 
dents,” Vol. IX, p. 162. 

Wittiam McKrxtey: Free speech, a 
free press, free thought, free schools, the 
free and unmolested right of religious 
liberty and worship, and free and fair 
elections are dearer and more universally 
enjoyed today than ever before. These 
guaranties must be sacredly preserved 
and wisely strengthened.— Inaugural 
Address. 


THEODORE RoosEvELT: Probably the 
best test of true love of liberty in any 
country, is the way in which minorities 
are treated in that country. Not only 
should there be complete liberty in mat- 
ters of religion and opinion, but com- 
plete liberty for each man to lead his 
life as he desires, provided only that in 
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so doing he does not wrong his neighbor. 
—“ African and European Addresses,” 
page 61. 

Wiuuiam H. Tarr: The government 
of the United States treats all churches 
and creeds alike. It protects them all, 
but favors no one against another. It 
is not engaged in proselyting for one 
church or creed, and any officer using his 
office for such a purpose, directly or in- 
directly, ought to forfeit his office.— 
“Annual Reports of the War Depart- 
ment,” 1902, Vol. I, p. 239. 


Wooprow Wiison: America has no 
reason for being unless her destiny and 
duty be ideal. It is her incumbent privi- 
lege to declare and stand for the rights 
of men. Nothing else is worth fighting 
for.— The Essential American Tradt- 
tions,” p. 161. 

Warren G. Harpina: We cannot 
erect too many memorials to religious 
liberty, nor can we have too much reli- 
gious life in America.— At dedication 
of a memorial to Roger Williams, Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

Cavin Coouince: So long as our Con- 
stitution remains in foree, no majority, 
no matter how large, can deprive the in- 
dividual of the right of life, liberty, or 
property, or prohibit the free exercise of 
religion or the freedom of speech or of 
the press.—“ Foundations of the Repub- 
lic,” p. 95. 

Hersert Hoover: I come of Quaker 
stock. My ancestors were persecuted for 
their beliefs. Here they sought and 
found religious freedom. By blood and 
conviction I stand for religious tolerance 
both in act and in spirit. The glory of 
our American ideals is the right of every 
man to worship God according to the 
dictates of his own conscience.— Speech 
of Acceptance, Aug. 11, 1928. 


Religious liberty means separation of 
chureh and state; separation of church 
and state means no religious legislation ; 
no religious legislation means no Sun- 
day laws! — Compiled by the Secretary 
of the Progressive Civic League of Oak 
Park, Ill. 
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Proof That Sunday Laws Are 
Religious 
(Continued from page 86) 


cable in American jurisprudence in this 
day, is beyond our comprehension. The 
fact that the bishop also quoted from 
some American jurists who in their ju- 
dicial reasonings employed the same fal- 
lacious arguments as did Blackstone, is 
no reason why the United States should 
repeat the bloody persecutions which fol- 
lowed in the wake of the decisions of 
eminent English jurists from whose de- 
cisions the bishop quoted. The greater 
the number of jurists quoted in defense 
of a fallacious and obsolete argument, 
the worse it is for the jurists and the 
party that- quotes them. 

Bishop Candler is rather severe in his 
criticisms of those who are patrons of 
Sunday movies and Sunday ball games. 
He says: 

“The industrious laboring people of the 
South are not calling for Sunday movies and 
Sunday ball games. Idle vagabonds make up 
the majority of those who are clamoring for 
these hurtful things. We do not need less 
religion and more amusement in the South, or 
in any other section of our country. On the con- 
trary, we need more piety and more morality.” 


This is rather a bad slam upon the 
people of Massachusetts and of Califor- 
nia, who in recent elections voted in 
favor of Sunday re¢reation by over- 
whelming majorities in both States in 
the ratio of 2to 1. If it is true that only 


“idle vagabonds ” favor Sunday amuse- . 
ments and recreation, are they not much ' 


better off at a Sunday ball game or a 
movie than spending their idle time in 
some secret vice den or gambling hole or 
in spooning away the time in a parked 
automobile on a back road? Does not 
the State owe a secular rather than a 
religious duty toward these secular peo- 
ple as to their secular welfare? For sec- 
ular people, what is more conducive to 
the upbuilding of their secular welfare 
than innocent secular recreation in the 
open and under the public eye? The 
religious element will be religious, even 
if the laws of the State are in defiance 
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of religion. The secular element as a 
rule is inclined to become irreligious in- 
stead of nonreligious when the State en- 
forces religion and punishes nonreli- 
gious people for their nonreligion. 

Bishop Candler says that Sunday 
legislation is justifiable “ as a civil insti- 
tution,” and yet every argument he pre- 
sents in favor of such legislation is based 
on religious grounds. He says: “ We do 
not need less religion and more amuse- 
ment in the South,” and then he contin- 
ues his religious argument in favor of 
drastic Sunday legislation: 

“Let the people of the South maintain at 
all cost their evangelistic Christianity with its 
religious observance of the Sabbath [Sunday]. 
These holy things must be so firmly fixed [by 
law] that no tide of godless immigration (a 
flood which is now pouring into our section) 
can unsettle them and carry them away.” 


And to clinch his argument the bishop 
quotes the following statement from 
Dr. Philip Schaff : 

“The church of God, the book of God, and 
the day of God, are a sacred trinity on earth, 
the chief pillars of Christian society and na- 
tional prosperity. Without them Europe and 
America would soon relapse into heathenism 
and barbarism.” 


But the bishop: failed to quote Dr. 
Philip Schaff on the question of the 
“secular power” giving aid to the 
church and religion. Upon this question 
Dr. Schaff was positive and emphatic 
when he said : 

“Secular power has proved a satanic gift to 
the church, and ecclesiastical power has proved 


an engine of tyranny in the hands of the state.” 
—“Church and State,” p. 11. 


It is the duty of the church, and not 
of the state, to see that “the church of 
God, the book of God, and the day of 
God” are maintained as the “ pillars of 
Christian society ” and that these “ holy 
things’ do not perish from the earth. 
The state can only rightfully deal with 
secular affairs, because it is a secular 
power and not an ecclesiastical society. 
Secular power is based on force and re- 
ligion is founded on love. The two do not 
mix any more than water and oil mix 
without a forcible stirring up of the 
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two and considerable damage to the 
machinery. It appears that the bishop 
has yet to learn this lesson, as he still 
seems to think that men should be pun- 
ished by the secular powers for offenses 
“against God and religion” in order to 
promote the welfare of society. L. 


Ohio Legislative Committee Re- 
jects Compulsory Bible Bill 


(Continued from page 88) 


not be passed. The synod to which he 
belongs has gone on record repeatedly 
against anything that savors of a union 
of church and state. We are of the opin- 
ion that no other religious body has 
shown a clearer conception of American 
principles on these matters than this 
branch of the Lutheran Church. 


Rev. Ralph E. Davis, Broad Street 
Methodist church, Columbus, challenged 
the statements of Rev. Dr. Martin of 
the National Reform Association, who 
had repeatedly asserted that no harm 
had ever come from the reading of the 
Bible in the public schools, and that the 
fears of the opponents were entirely 
groundless. Dr. Martin had said that in 
the eleven States which have laws com- 
pelling the reading of the Bible, no un- 
toward events had ever occurred, and 
had made particular reference to the 
State of Massachusetts. Mr. Davis 
cited instances which had come under 
his own observation where school chil- 
dren had been divided into hostile 
groups by the enforcement of the Massa- 
chusetts law. 

The significance of the anpearance of 
the three men just mentioned can hardly 
be overestimated. It clearly indicates a 
rising tide of opposition to the enforce- 
ment of religious observance by the 
state. Evidently these men understand 
that “eternal vigilance is the price of 
liberty,” and we believe that they repre- 
sent a constantly growing class of reli- 
gious teachers who feel that state aid 
of any kind to their churches is a detri- 
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ment rather than a help; that the church 
always fares better when separated from 
worldly connections. 

The absurdity of the measure, and its 
impracticability are very well set forth 
by John L. Clifton, State Director of 
Education, who said in part: 

“Regardless of the principles involved, how- 
ever, this bill seems to be impossible of such 
interpretation as would make the law enforce- 
able if passed. 

“Section 1 provides that ‘where any teacher 
has other teachers under and subject to direc- 
tion, then the teacher exercising the authority 
shall read the Holy Bible, or cause it to be 
read as herein directed.’ This means that the 
superintendent of schools of any city or of any 
county is held personally responsible and is 
liable to the penalty provided in the bill, if any 
single teacher under his supervision ‘shall fail 
or omit’ the reading of the Holy Bible for a 
single day or if on any day only nine verses 
be read. 

“The assumption that such a provision of the 
law is enforceable, to say the least, is far 
fetched, and if such enforcement were possible 
not a city or county superintendent in the 
State would be assured of his position for a 
single day. 

“Section 2 of the bill provides that the di- 
rector of education shall prepare a manual of 
Scripture selections for each day of the school 
term and furnish the same for all the public 
schools of the State. Thus is to be centralized 
in one individual such authority as no national 
or State government has deemed wise to dele- 
gate to all the people. It assumes in the di- 
rector of education such infallibility of judg- 
ment and discrimination as the present incum- 
bent does not feel capable of exercising, al- 
though, to be sure, if the bill becomes a law, 
he will be obliged to undertake the task. 

“Section 3 provides as penalty for failure 
or omission the discharge of a teacher, super- 
visor, or superintendent. Such a procedure 
would doubtless result in innumerable cases of 
litigation concerning contracts, salaries, and 
other administrative features involved.” 


Among the arguments advanced by 
the proponents of the measure was the 
claim that since the church had but one 
hour a week in which to instruct the 
youth in principles of morality and right 
living, it was most essential that the 
Bible be introduced into the schools. 
Great stress was laid upon the effect on 
character of the reading of ten verses 
without comment at the beginning of 
each school day —fifty verses in the 


course of a week. This probably would 
not occupy a total time of more than 
twenty minutes. It is somewhat diffi. 
cult to see how twenty minutes of Bible 
reading in the public school can s0 
greatly affect for good the youth of the 
land when one hour devoted in the 
church to Bible study and the explana- 
tion of difficult points accomplishes as 
little as the proponents of the Bible bill 
claim that it does. 

The bill would compel the reading of 
the Scriptures, but would absolutely pro- 
hibit any comment on them. It appears 
clear that the proponents of the meas- 
ure had some doubt in their own minds 
about its being in harmony with the 
spirit of the Constitution, which forbids 
any establishment of religion, else they 
would not have made such a prohibition. 
A teacher is supposed to answer the 
queries of his pupils. We more than 
half suspect that the backers of this 
measure were simply attempting to use 
it as an entering wedge. One minister 
plainly said that he believed that com- 
ment should be offered, but that it should 
not be sectarian comment. We only need 
to ask what other kind would be given by 
a teacher who had any religious convie- 
tions? 

It is not hard to see that this bill 
really demanded a religious test for hold- 
ing office. If a man’s conscience should 
prevent him from reading portions of 
the Scriptures assigned by the State au- 
thorities to be read, his position would 
be taken from him, contrary to that pro- 
vision of the Constitution which says 
that “no religious test shall ever be re- 
quired as a qualification to any office or 
public trust under the United States.”— 
Article VI, par. 3. 

We believe a great many of our read- 
ers will rejoice in knowing that this bill 
was killed in the committee by a vote of 
12 to 1. We agree heartily with the fol- 
lowing statements taken from an edito- 
rial in the Ohio State Journal (Colum- 
bus), Thursday, March 28: 


“Even as a bill, the Bible bill created a 
great deal of ill feeling. As a law, it would 
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have been much worse, fostering sectarian in- 
tolerance and promoting disrespect for law and 
defiance of it. The schools committee is to be 
congratulated upon rejecting it so emphatically 
and the public upon escaping the inevitable 
effects of such a trouble maker.” 
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Congress to Consider Calendar 
Reform Again 


(Concluded from page 90) 


posed to the Eastman-Cotsworth plan. 
This is not, as some have supposed, a 
purely civil matter. Nobody can disrupt 
the weekly cycle, as some at least of the 
proponents of calendar reform propose, 
without imposing great hardship upon 
millions of conscientious people, the 
world over; and this civil rulers have 
no moral right to do. If we mistake not, 
it was Thomas Jefferson who said: 

“Our legislators are not sufficiently apprised 
of the rightful limits of their power, that their 
true office is to declare and enforce only our 
natural rights and duties, and to take none 
of them from us.” 


It is certainly the natural right of 
every man to observe as holy to the Lord 
any day that he may choose, for any rea- 
son that is satisfactory to his own mind. 
There are not only thousands, but even 
in our own country millions who for 
reasons which to them seem good, do ob- 
serve such days; but the Eastman-Cots- 
worth plan, or any plan that would 
destroy the continuity of the weekly 
eyele, while not forbidding any still to 
observe such days, principally the first 
and the seventh days of the free running 
week, would make it extremely difficult 
for any one to continue to keep either 
of these days, Sunday or Saturday, since 
while the names would be preserved, the 
days would not be in fact the same, be- 
cause the first and the seventh days of 
a new week would coincide with the 
Bible week for only four years out of 
twenty-eight. 

As stated in the eleventh edition of 
the Encyclopedia Britannica, art. “ Cal- 
endar,” subsection “ Week: ” 


“The week is a period of seven days, having 
no reference whatever to the celestial motions, 
—a circumstance to which it owes its unalter- 
able uniformity. . It has been employed 
from time immemorial in almost all Eastern 
countries; and as it forms neither an aliquot 
part of the year nor of the lunar month, those 
who reject the Mosaic recital will be at a loss, 
as Delambre remarked, to assign it to an origin 
having much semblance of probability.” 


Now we submit that there is no good 
and sufficient reason for adopting any 
plan of calendar revision that would be 
in effect a declaration that there are no 
days that are in and of themselves 
sacred, or that have been made so by 
divine command, or by sacred events 
that have taken place upon them. This 
may be the opinion of some, and to that 
opinion they have a perfect right so far 
as their fellow men are concerned, but 
they have no right to force their opin- 
ions upon others by civil authority. 
They have no right so to arrange the 
business affairs of the world as to im- 
pose great hardship, nor indeed any 
hardship whatever, upon those who do 
believe in days sacred because set apart 
by the Creator Himself to be observed in 
His honor or as memorials of His crea- 
tive and redemptive work, 
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Destroying Superstitious Rever- 
ence by Law 


(Continued from page 91) 


coneerned without trampling upon reli- 
gious convictions, why not work along 
the line that will be satisfactory to all 
parties concerned, because the rights of 
all are protected and safeguarded in 
business as well as in religion? This can 
be readily done by the adoption of the 
plan which preserves the weekly cycle 
and still maintains a_ thirteen-month 
year, with four weeks in each month, 
namely, allow seven days to accumulate, 
and then add an extra week between the 
last month and the first month of the 
vear, whenever the exigency arises, at 
the termination of every fifth and sixth 
year period alternately. Such an ar- 
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rangement would maintain the true 
solar year cycle, and would also preserve 
the unbroken continuity of the fixed 
weekly cycle and of the fixed holy days. 
What we plead for is the preservation 
of the rights and religious convictions of 
all men, no matter whether the men are 
religionists or secularists, orthodox or 
heterodox, L. 
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Perpetuate Constitutional 
Principles 


(Continued from page 96) 


law mad. The citizens of this Republic 
are living today under a load of piled-up 
and soul-suffocating laws and regula- 
tions. This load of laws, under the guise 
of “reform,” grows more burdensome 
and deadening to individuality year by 
year. The desire for “ reform ” has be- 
come so general that when new condi- 
tions or problems confront some people, 
or they discover something that conflicts 
with their way of thinking, the ery goes 
up for legislation to change or prohibit 
some natural fact or fundamental phase 
of humanity by law. 

No one claims that we do not need 
laws and regulations to govern our re- 
lations one to another, both civil and 
criminal, to meet changing conditions of 
things. But do we need so many and 
the kind the reformers are advocating? 
Should we be forced to surrender our 
inalienable rights to answer the hue and 
ery of reformers, and thereby allow our 
Constitutional rights and privileges to 
be taken from us? Should we allow the 
police power, with its far-sweeping, un- 
determined, and unrestricted authority 
(as it is enforced in so many instances), 
to take away our liberties guaranteed 
by the Federal Constitution and the 
constitution of our State? If you favor 
religious legislation such as Sunday 
laws, you will accomplish these very 
things. 

The American people of today are 
placed under so many “ paper reforms ” 


and regulations, that their rights, which 
are guaranteed to them, are being swept 
aside, and “ police power ” is apparently 
reigning supreme. 

Making “ paper reforms ” has become, 
for many legislators, a favorite indoor 
sport. There is a vast difference between 
“reforms on paper” and reforms in 
people. Civil law is the printed word, 
and to a degree it is indispensable — it 
defines duty in its text; but a definition 
of a duty on paper is a very different 
matter from devotion to duty from 
within the hearts of men. What we need 
is less reform, and a clearer appeal from 
the inadequacy of civil law to the ne- 
cessity of a vital religion—the true 
basis of simple religion of loyalty to God 
and to one’s real self and to one’s fel- 
lows. 

Chief Justice Taft, writing relative to 
“Liberty Under the Law,” said: 

“These changing conditions have led some 
reformers to condemn what they call the ex- 
cessive individualism of the Constitution. In- 
deed we may well question whether the pater- 
nalistic enthusiasm of such reformers has not 
gone too far. The strength of the American in 
the past has been in his independence and self- 
reliance. He asked only an equal chance with 
others, and was content to abide the results of 
his own efforts. It was this spirit that car- 
ried our country on to its present marvelous 
development. Awakening sense of independ- 
ence of the Government, on the one hand, and 
an excessive confidence that legislation can do 
anything, on the other; have had a dangerous 
tendency to minimize this independence and 
self-reliance, and have produced tons of statu- 
tory laws under which public money is wasted 
in futile attempts at their execution, and re- 
spect for all laws is injured by the ineffective- 
ness of so many.” 


The law may do much, but that which 
the law cannot do lies deep. Men make 
both civil-and criminal laws, but neither 
of these will make men. Men prohibit 
and regulate their anti-social acts, one 
to the other, by law, to which they gener- 
ally most willingly conform. The strict- 
est law sometimes becomes the severest 
injustice. Where there are too many 
laws, one can expect less justice; much 
opinion, but little truth ; much self-inter- 
est and selfish advantage. 
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The question as to whether the state is 
qualified to act as a guardian of the re- 
ligion and morals of its citizens, can in 
the light of history be answered only 
in the negative. Men owe their highest 
duties to God, in conformity to God’s 
will. No man has a right to assume con- 
trol over another in this matter. 

We would do well to instruct our 
youth and re-educate the old in the prin- 
ciples of government as set forth and 
bequeathed to us by the founding fa- 
thers. A step in this direction will per- 
petuate the principles of religious lib- 
erty and the separation of church and 
state. American principles of independ- 
ence and self-reliance will be better pro- 
tected and reform legislation will be 
minimized, 
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* Sunday Blue Laws ” 
(Concluded from page 94) 


garded by them as the Sabbath. Proper 
Sabbath observance is described in 
Isaiah 58: 13, 14: 

“Tf thou turn away thy foot from the Sab- 
bath, from doing thy pleasure on My holy day; 
and call the Sabbath a delight, the holy of the 
Lord, honorable; and shalt honor Him, not 
doing thine own ways, nor finding thine own 
pleasure, nor speaking thine own words: then 
shalt thou delight thyself in the Lord.” 


But we deny the right of any body 
of men to dictate to any one how he 
shall observe the Sabbath, whether by 
that title is meant the first day of the 
week or the seventh day. All Sunday 
laws are thinly disguised religious legis- 
lation, designed primarily to protect the 
day as a religious institution and to 
strengthen and build up the Sunday- 
keeping churches. Every minister de- 
manding a Sunday law confesses thereby 
his inability to hold a congregation, and 
every church appealing to the police 
power of the State or city, only betrays 
thereby its own inherent weakness. The 
Bible principle is, “ Not by might, nor 
by power, but by My Spirit, saith the 
Lord.” C. P. B, 


Bishop Freeman Denounces the 
Church in Politics 


RINGING denunciation of church 
lobbies and church dictation in 
politics was voiced by the Rt. Rev. 
James E. Freeman, bishop of the Wash- 
ington diocese, at the annual convention 
of the Protestant Episcopal diocese, in 
the Church of the Epiphany, this city, 
on May 14. 
The bishop said, as reported in the 
Washington (D. C.) Herald of May 15: 


“The maintenance of any organized system 
designed to coerce legislators or to dictate legis- 
lation, state or national, is utterly foreign to a 
right conception of the church’s functions,’ de- 
clared Bishop Freeman. 

“¢We have condemned, and rightly so, the in- 
fluence brought by organized lobbies to affect 
legislation in the interest of certain corporate 
bodies that are seeking a selfish advantage. It 
is equally reprehensible for the church, or any 
of its chosen agencies, to use like methods.’ 

“Tf the church ‘lowers its standards to be- 
come an autocratic dictator of legislative action 
or the choice of political candidates, it loses the 
respect and confidence of right-thinking men,’ 
he said. 

“Not infrequently in recent years it has in- 
dulged in the discussion of matters economic 
and political, and set forth conclusions that 
were unsound, uneconomic, and unwarranted by 
the evidence submitted. 

“Our age is unwilling to see the church in- 
volved in political debates and discussions, and 
those who indulge in such practices disqualify 
themselves as religious leaders. Unfortunately, 
the chief sufferer in these matters is the church 
itself. 

“¢That a political campaign should again re- 
vive the bitterness and contentions of party 
strife, and that in certain quarters it should be 
made the occasion for harsh and ungenerous 
judgments, has shocked the sensibilities of a 
vast majority of our people. 

“We cannot believe that this spirit is to 
prevail, nor can we believe that it represents 
the opinion of more than a bare minority of our 
people. Nevertheless, it contains a solemn 
warning that must be heeded, else it may con- 
stitute a menace to those high ideals and pur- 
poses for which this great Republic stands.’ ” 


As in days of old, when millions in 
Israel followed Baal worship and made 
alliances with the kings of the nations 
about them, the Lord still had reserved 
seven thousand loyal ones who refused 
to bow the knee to Baal, so now there are 
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thousands who are seeking the God of 
heaven for help instead of relying upon 
the arm of flesh. 

We trust that Bishop Freeman’s 
timely warning will cause some of the 
churches which have been so aggressive 
in political affairs, to take heed and re- 
treat from the political arena before 
the church loses its influence and pres- 
tige in the world. 
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Preachers Terrorize State Legis- 
lators 


HE preachers of the State, working 

through the Lord’s Day Alliance,” 
says the Camden (N. J.) Courier, “ have 
struck fear into the hearts of New Jer- 
sey legislators for years. It is safe to 
say that 95 per cent of the senators and 
assemblymen violate the major portion 
of the present blue law every Sunday; 
that their personal habits and their in- 
grained custom make them liberal in 
their private life. Yet, show some of 
them a preacher lurking in the baleony 
and they assume a sacrosanct, holy at- 
titude that is disgustingly hypocritical.” 

The political preacher of New Jersey 
is insistent on retaining the Sunday 
blue laws of New Jersey and of putting 
teeth into them. Yet he most flagrantly 
violates the old Sunday blue laws every 
Sunday. No one in New Jersey is al- 
lowed to travel on Sunday, according to 
the Sunday laws of that State, except 
to and from church, and then no greater 
distance than twenty miles going and 
returning. All music and singing is 
prohibited except sacred. No recreation 
or diversion of any kind is permitted. 
We doubt whether or not there is a 
preacher or layman who does not violate 
these ancient religious laws of Puritan 
times. 

For years, as the Camden Courier as- 
serts, the political preachers have ter- 
rorized the State legislators, and have 
opposed every attempt to repeal these 
legal relics of a dead past. Now these 
political preachers come forward and 
propose to modify these old laws by 
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putting real teeth into them by in. 
creasing the penalties. No wonder the 
State legislators refused to pass the Sun. 
day bill the Lord’s Day Alliance of New 
Jersey framed and introduced during 
the last session of the State legislature, 
If they had accepted the Sunday bill 
sponsored by the Lord’s Day Allianee, 
they would have jumped out of the fry- 
ing pan into the fire, and a worse galling 
yoke would have been placed upon the 
necks of the people of New Jersey than 
is now resting upon them. Under pres- 
ent conditions the law is impossible of 
enforcement because of its fanatical pro- 
visions and light penalties, but under 
the Lord’s Day Alliance bill, with its 
increased penalties, these fanatical pro- 
visions could be made more effective and 
the dissenter and nonconformist could 
be more severely chastised. 
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Pious Baltimore Arrests Six 
Merchants 


CCORDING to the Baltimore (Md.) 

Sun of April 16, six merchants of 
that city were arrested for “ illegal sell- 
ing on the Sabbath” (Sunday), April 
14. After facing the police court magis- 
trate, they each requested that they be 
given jury trials. The police captain, 
Charles A. Kahler, charged that the 
alleged offenders had been repeatedly 
warned to keep their establishments 
closed on Sundays. 

The Maryland Sunday law under 
which these merchants are being pros- 
ecuted expressly states: “No person 
whatsoever shall . . . profane the Lord’s 
day.” It is called a civil statute. But 
if this is a civil law, we would like to 
know what a religious law looks like. 
“Profane,” according to Webster’s New 
International Dictionary, means to re- 
gard something that is “sacred” with 
“irreverence.” A second definition by 
Webster of the verb “profane” says, 
“To put to a wrong or unworthy use; 
to make a base employment of;” and 
then gives the following quotation from 
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Shakespeare to illustrate the meaning 
bf the word “ profane” used in this 
gnse: “So idly to profane the precious 
time.” 

Yet all that the Maryland Sunday law 
provides for is enforced idleness. It 
prohibits every activity that is legiti- 
mate and honorable on other days of the 
week, and thus compels everybody to 
be idle on Sunday; but Webster says 
that idleness is “ to profane the precious 
time.” Here then we have an illustra- 
tion where the Maryland Sunday law 
empels people to be idle and thus pro- 
fane Sunday, and at the same time pun- 
ishes them for profaning Sunday. You 
are cursed if you do and you are cursed 
if you do not. 

Certainly no sane and sensible person 
will contend that this Maryland Sunday 
law is a “ civil law.” 
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Churches Embroiled in the Tur- 
moil of Politics 


HE Denver Democrat of April 6, 

1929, quotes the following editorial 
from the Colorado Springs Gazette rela- 
tive to the churches’ entering the po- 
litieal arena and becoming embroiled 
in the turmoil of politics instead of ful- 
filling their peaceful mission of preach- 
ing the gospel to sinners: 

“The church is moved by a crusading spirit. 
May it never be otherwise. But when the effort 
ismade to direct this spirit upon highly contro- 
versial political subjects, some concern may be 
felt for the future. The commission of the 
church to preach the gospel of Christ is in dan- 
get of being set aside by the turmoil of political 
organization. The mission to carry the power 
ad comforts of religion to all people, whatever 
their views in secular matters, is being changed 
to involve forcible measures. The power of the 
pulpit is persuasive, and when the effort is made 
to substitute for this direct political action, 
tompulsion, a question is raised that cannot be 
lightly dismissed.” 


It is true that the churches must be 
militant in the mission for which they 
were ordained and in the sphere in 
Which they are supposed to operate. 
er when the churches become militant 

e the political sphere and substitute 
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the power of the police for the power of 
persuasion, they are treading on danger- 
ous ground. True religion relies on the 
divine power of love for its success. 
When religion resorts to force and legal 
enactments, it acknowledges that there 
is no inherent virtue or strength in the 
claims it seeks to enforce. 

, q 
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“Barred From Citizenship ” 


HE following editorial, under the 

above caption, appeared in the Ohio 
State Journal (Columbus), March 24, 
1929: 


“That was a pathetic story in the paper yes- 
terday morning about John Choszy, a native of 
Hungary, who had to be denied the American 
citizenship for which he had longed and worked, 
because he has conscientious scruples against 
shedding human blood, even in war, and had 
courage enough to stand by them. Choszy de- 
clared himself willing to do anything else to 
help this country win a war, build ships, carry 
the wounded off the field, expose himself to 
death, but he would not kill anybody. His 
religion teaches him that killing is wrong, and 
he would not go back on his religion even for 
the sake of becoming an American citizen. 

“ Judge Nevin was very kind to Choszy. He 
tried hard to get him to frame his answers in 
such a way as to make it possible to admit him 
to citizenship, and expressed great sympathy 
for him and admiration for his faithfulness to 
his principles. But the judge has his conscience 
too, and under the law he felt himself unable to 
pass the candidate. 

“ Choszy, a cabinet maker, will continue to live 
here as a resident alien. He would have made 
a good American citizen. We need citizens with 
moral courage to stand by what they think is 
right, even if their views do not jibe exactly 
with those of the crowd. It is a foolish law that 
bars such persons, legally acceptable in every 
other way, from American citizenship.” 


This magazine entirely agrees with 
the statement that “we need citizens 
with the moral courage to stand by what 
they think is right, even if their views 
do not jibe exactly with those of the 
crowd.” Real moral courage is not 
synonymous with physical cowardice. 
Some of the bravest men the world has 
ever seen have been those who, inspired 
by a great conviction have faced hostile 
crowds unmoved. In fact, the most 
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craven coward is the one who fears to 
do what he believes to be right. 

John Choszy did not ask to be excused 
from dangerous work; he only asked to 
be excused from taking the lives of 
others. Personally, we feel that it 
would take less courage to go armed 
into conflict than to engage in the heroic 
work of bearing the wounded from the 


battlefield. H. H. V. 
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Sunday Sports Indorsed by 
Ministers 


ese Young Men’s Christian Asso- 
ciation of Sewickley, Pa., is offering 
amusements and sports to its members 
on Sunday afternoons, and this program 
was indorsed by the pastors of the 
Sewickley churches, with the exception 
of one minister. 

Rev. Dr. A. C. Howell, pastor of St. 
Stephen’s Protestant Episcopal church, 
declared : 

“T am heartily in favor of this new policy. 
There is no plausible reason why the common 
people of this community should not be given 
an opportunity to indulge in wholesome sports 
and amusements on Sunday. They need it as 
much as or even more than the wealthy who 
play golf on Sunday at the country clubs.” 


The Rev. H. A. Welday, pastor of the 
Sewickley Methodist Episcopal church, 
also expressed himself as being in favor 
of wholesome sports on Sunday. He 
said : 

“ Wholesome sports and amusements, such as 
our Y. M. C. A. will sponsor on Sunday, deserve 
the whole-hearted support of all good citizens. 
I am all in favor of this innovation, since it 
will give our young men and women an oppor- 
tunity for wholesome recreation.” 

The Rev. Robert M. Blackwood, pres- 
ident of -the Sabbath Association of 
Allegheny County, is opposed to inno- 
cent recreation on Sunday, and stated: 


“You may rest assured that if we find that 
the law is violated, the necessary steps for 
prosecution will be taken by our organization.” 


Of course, the Sunday law of Pennsyl- 
vania is violated by the Y. M. C. A. 
when it indulges in innocent amuse- 
ments on Sunday, because the Sunday 








law of 1794 prohibits everything 
“worldly” on Sunday, and _ allows 
“only acts of holiness,” according to 
the decision of the supreme court of 
Pennsylvania, which it handed down in 
the recent Athletic baseball case. It is 
refreshing to know, however, that there 
is dissension among the preachers over 
this question. It speaks well for the 
cause of religious freedom. If all 
preachers were agreed and all of them 
combined their forces to prosecute every 
one who dared to assert his religious 
freedom on Sunday, our country would 
be in a sorry plight. But it is a good 
fortune for dissenters and nonconforn- 
ists, when the preachers fail to agree on 
the question of enforcing religion by 
law. 

Pennsylvania has one of the most 
ancient and drastic Sunday blue laws 
upon its statute books of all the States 
in the Union. The city of Erie, by a 
referendum, decided in favor of inno- 
cent amusements on Sunday, but the 
State legislature at its last session de- 
cided that the rest of the State shall not 
be liberated from the Sunday blue laws’ 
stocks in spite of the popular demand. 
The Lord’s Day Alliance of Pennsyl- 
vania holds the State legislature in its 
grip, and inaugurates a church crusade 
each session of the legislature, threaten- 
ing its members with a church boyeott 
at the polls in case they should release 
the people from the stocks on Sunday. 
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Massachusetts Cities and Towns 
Sanction Professional Sun- 
day Sports 
GQINCE the people of Massachusetts de- 

elared in favor of Sunday sports by 
a vote of 3 to 1 at the last election, the 
following cities and towns have declared 
in favor of the same: The Boston city 
council voted unanimously in favor of 
professional Sunday baseball; _ the 


Springfield city council passed a similar . 


measure; so did Pittsfield, Brockton, 
Worcester, Chelsea, Lowell, Palmer, 
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lynn, Fitchburg, Medford, Revere, and 
number of smaller towns. 

Most of these city and town councils 
passed their Sunday sport ordinances by 
manimous vote. They felt they could 
not do otherwise after the people of 
Massachusetts had spoken so emphatic- 
aly upon this question on the public 
referendum at the polls. 

Public sentiment can no longer be held 
in check by religious reformers who de- 
sire to make people religious by law 
om Sundays. The public referendum is 
wlving the church and state issue for 
the present in America; and it is only 
when the people became careless and lax 
in preserving their constitutional liber- 
ties, that the religious legalist is enabled 
to ride roughshod over these econstitu- 
tional guaranties, and fasten the fetters 
of intolerance upon the necks of the 
American people. 
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Compulsory Church Attendance 
Favored by Sunday Law 


Advocate 
(Concluded from page 93) 


and physical rest at night on the same 
basis and have the law of self-preserva- 
tion govern both, is positive proof that 
their plea for the necessity of physical 
rest on Sunday is a sinister plea, and 
that the real purpose behind the Sunday 
law plea is to close up every legitimate 
avenue of labor, business, and recreation 
on Sunday, so people will have no other 
thing to do and no other place to go 
but to go to church and listen to a ser- 
mon. The end gained in this case does 
not justify the means and methods em- 
ployed. Religion cannot justly be im- 
posed upon men by law, and the 
churches cannot be filled by the police. 

Undoubtedly the human organism 
would receive physical benefit by resting 
one day out of every seven. The civil 
government has a perfect right to de- 
termine what shall constitute a day’s 
work for an employee under certain 
nditions, and we do not object to the 
government’s protecting the laboring 
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man, and guaranteeing him one day of 
physical rest out of every seven, as long 
as it does not specify the particular day 
upon which he shall rest, nor the manner 
in which he shall spend his leisure time. 
We do, however, object to the civil au- 
thorities’ deciding religious questions for 
us and forcing the conscience in these 
matters. 
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** Shall We Keep Sunday or Let 
It Go? ” 
(Concluded from page 95) 


face of the greatest opposition from the 
Roman government. 

The first religious law enacted for the 
benefit of the Christian church was a 
Sunday law in 364 a. pD., and it became 
the legal precedent for all the subse- 
quent religious legislation which deluged 
Europe with the blood of martyrs. In- 
stead of proving a benefit for the Chris- 
tian.churech of that day, it resulted in 
its downfall and humiliation centuries 
later. Religious legislation of the most 
innocent sort has in its incipiency a 
whole inferno couched in its legal prece- 
dent. 
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Blue Laws Enforced in Ohio 


CCORDING to a news item in the 

Pittsburgh Press of April 22, New 
Straitsville, Ohio, is experiencing a Sun- 
day blue law orgy, following raids made 
by Prohibition Commissioner R. R. 
Beetham. Mayor Lewis N. Sines and 
the local police responded by clamping 
the Sunday lid down tight. The best 
way to make the prohibition law obnox- 
ious, they claim, is to enforce the anti- 
quated Sunday laws. Sunday laws are 
used now, as they always have been, out 
of spite, or to persecute a dissenter for 
religious reasons. The prohibition law 
aims to regulate man’s relation to man, 
whereas a Sunday law aims to prescribe 
a man’s religion for him and regulate 
his duty toward God. One is a eivil 
law and the other is religious. 












William F. Martin 


E are sure the readers of Liperty 

will share with us the sorrow we 
feel in announcing the death, May 24, 
at Ooltewah, Tenn., of one of the asso- 
ciate editors of this magazine, William 
F. Martin, of Washington, D. C. 

Brother Martin, who was a successful 
minister of the gospel, had been for 
many years an able 
writer and speaker 
upon religious liberty 
topics. As a young 
man he was a witness 
of the persecution of 
seventh-day observers 
in Arkansas, and his 
soul revolted against 
the wrongs then perpe- 
trated in the name of 
religion and good gov- 
ernment against hon- 
est, God-fearing men 
whose only offense was 
that they understood 
literally, and obeyed 
as they understood, the 
command, “Six days 
shalt thou labor, and 
do all thy work: but 
the seventh day is the Sabbath of the 
Lord thy God: in it thou shalt not do 
any work.” (See Ex. 20: 8-11.) 

Young Martin’s sense of justice rose 
up against the attempt to enforce reli- 
gious observances by civil penalties, and 
throughout his many years of ministry, 
now closed, his voice was effectively 
raised against any such violation, not 
only of natural civil rights, but of the 
basie principles of the gospel itself. 

Brother Martin’s pen has ceased to 
move across the waiting page, his lips, 
from which were wont to issue words 
of protest, warning, and entreaty, are 
now silent in death; but his influence 
still lives, for thousands who had learned 
to love him because of the testimony 
he bore in behalf of right principles, 
still live, and while life shall last, their 
influence will be cast upon the side 
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of freedom of conscience and of genuine, 
God-given soul liberty. 
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Voluntary Sunday Observance 
Approved 


HE Tulsa Daily World of March 3 

informs us that the large oil pro. 
ducers and refiners of the Greater Sen. 
inole district in Okla- 
homa have voluntarily 
shut down their oil- 
producing wells and 
refineries on Sundays, 
and that this custom is 
growing very popular 
among other oil pro- 
ducers and refiners in 
other districts. 

Why not make Sun- 
day observance volun- 
tary all along the line 
of all business activ- 
ities? No one will ob- 
ject to such a scheme. 
It is the only proper 
basis upon which Sun- 
day observance can 
logically rest. Our 
opposition to Sunday 
legislation on the part of the civil gov- 
ernment is that such a procedure intro- 
duces an involuntary element into the 
act of conformity concerning a religious 
institution. 

A law guaranteeing one day of rest 
out of every seven to employees, with- 
out specifying the day or the manner in 
which the day shall be observed, is 
purely a civil law. But when the law 
determines the specific day upon whieh 
the employee is to rest, and prescribes 
a precise religious manner for him to 
observe the day as holy time, it becom* 
a religious law. It is this kind of legis- 
lation on the part of the state that we 
oppose as detrimental to the best inter- 
est of both the state and the chureh. 












Let religious obligations rest upon vol- | 
untary acceptance, and not upon the 
duress of the civil magistrate. 
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A Baptist View of Religious 
Liberty 


F the religious journals which come 

to this office, none sound a clearer 
note concerning the fundamental prin- 
ciples of civil and religious liberty than 
does The Baptist (Chicago), organ of 
the Northern Baptist Convention. <A 
paragraph which appeared in the issue 
of Feb. 16, 1929, after our second quar- 
ter’s issue went to press, is too terse and 
forceful to pass by. We are sure the 
readers of the Linerty magazine will 
appreciate the clear-cut argument of 
this paragraph of comment: 

“Ohio is at sea on religious liberty. The 
Ohio Pastors’ Convention meeting at Columbus, 
January 22-24, passed a resolution on the sub- 
ject, declaring this: ‘ National sovereignty can- 
not control in those domains of the spirit in 
which the Christian conscience and the mind 
of man illumined by the Spirit of Jesus Christ 
is inviolate and supreme.’ What does that 
mean? For practical purposes, just nothing. 
Is the Christian the only person whose conscience 
is inviolate and supreme? ‘Torquemada could 
operate on that principle. What, then, is reli- 
gious liberty? It is a civil status in which one’s 
religious opinion, teaching, or practice has no 
legally prescribed effect on his participation in 
either the burdens or the beneiits of government. 
Such a status is the equal right of Christian, Jew, 
atheist, and followers and ojponents of all re- 
ligions whatsoever. There is just one equal re- 
striction: One may not use his religion so as 
wantonly to disturb publie order, to interfere 
with the rights of others, or to incite such mis- 
conduct on the part of others.” 


One of the saddest things that any 
lover of American institutions encoun- 
ters is the number of people who are en- 
joving all the benefits and blessings of 
liberty and freedom as set forth in our 
Declaration of Independence and in our 
Constitution, and yet utterly fail to 
understand that no right is theirs which 
does not belong to every other citizen. 
This magazine contends constantly that 
ali stand equal before the law, without 
respect to their religious beliefs and 
opinions. When the church folk cease 


their endeavor to enforce their opinions 
by the aid of civil legislation, and prac- 
tice the principles of the golden rule, 
many who doubt the benefits of religion 


in the life will be constrained to change 
their attitude, we are sure. H. H. V. 
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Sparks From the Editor’s Anvil 


THE political preacher today drives 
more people out through the back door 
of the church than the gospel preacher 
can persuade to come in through the 
front door. 

Ir is about as difficult for some people 
to make a new adjustment in their hab- 
its as it is for an aged man to learn to 
pilot a trimotored airplane. 

To hold fast to an old-fashioned ecus- 
tom simply because it is old fashioned, 
is about as sensible as to insist on riding 
the high-wheeled bicyele. 

Tue Puritan political preachers used 
to speak with a legal authority that even 
the most pious saint no longer grants 
to any living man. 

SomE preachers claim they have a 
divine right to be dictatorial and un- 
interesting, and still command the re- 
spect of the people. 

ALL state religions are bound ulti- 
mately for the scrap pile, because they 
are “scrap” religions, lacking the ce- 
ment of God’s love. 

Tue worst thing that can happen to 
Christianity is to clothe it with civil 
power and propagate it with force. 

A LEGAL religion is a “canned re- 
ligion,” propagated through “ canned 
sermons ” and state police power. 

Some people fear Christianity is go- 
ing to perish unless it is buttressed by 
the police power of the state. 

Every state subsidy granted the 
chureh, is a spiritual deficit charged 
against its members. 

A HYPOCRITE is one who extols the vir- 
tues of religion while he is still subject 
to his vices. 

Some churches are so fond of med- 
dling with politics that they make sport 
of religion. 
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Old Glory’s Birth 


HORACE C. CARLISLE 


WHEN WASHINGTON WAS CALLED UPON 
BY CONGRESS TO DESIGN 

AN ENSIGN, TO LIVE ON AND ON, 
APPROACHING THE DIVINE, 

HE FELT UNEQUAL TO THE TASK, 
SO BEAUTIFUL AND ODD, 

UNTIL IN PRAYER HE KNELT TO ASK 
A BLUE-PRINT FIRST FROM GOD. 


THAT NIGHT, AS MERCURY AND MARS 
AND JUPITER WITHDREW, 

HE CAUGHT THE VISION — THIRTEEN STARS 
UPON THEIR FIELD OF BLUE; 

AND AS HE, LOOKING SKYWARD THERE, 
PRAYED FOR STILL FURTHER LIGHT, 

HIS MIND CONCEIVED THROUGH FURTHER 

PRAYER 

THE STRIPES OF RED AND WHITE. 


THEN WASHINGTON FORTHWITH AROSE, 
AND STRAIGHTWAY WENT ACROSS 

AND LAID HIS PLAN, ERE EVENING’S CLOSE, 
BEFORE SKILLED BETSY ROSS, 

WHO, IN RESPECT TO SUCH A PRAYER, 
FOR SO SUBLIME A CAUSE, 

MADE WITH HER DAINTY FINGERS THERE 
THE DAUNTLESS STRIPES AND STARS. 

















